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Advances in the metabolic engineering for the production of
tetracarbon organic acids

Yingshan Wang*, Feng Guo®, Wei Yan', Fengxue Xin*?, Wenming Zhang"?, and Min Jiang"?

1 State Key Laboratory of Materials-Oriented Chemical Engineering, College of Biotechnology and Pharmaceutical Engineering, Nanjing
Tech University, Nanjing 211816, Jiangsu, China
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Abstract: Tetracarbon organic acids are important platform chemicals that are widely used in the food, chemical, medicine,
material industries and agriculture. Compared with the traditional petrochemical process, the production of tetracarbon organic
acids by microbial fermentation is more promising due to milder reaction conditions, greener process and better environmental
compatibility. This review summarizes the biosynthetic pathways and metabolic mechanisms for the production of tetracarbon
organic acids, and illustrates recent advances, challenges, and future perspectives in the production of tetracarbon organic
acids by naturally selected or purposefully engineered strains.
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Fig. 1 Interconversion of tetracarbon organic acids and their applications.
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Fig. 2 Overview of metabolic engineering for the production of tetracarbon organic acidst*".
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Fig. 3 Biosynthetic routes for tetracarbon organic acids.
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WY E ERCR, BINARR TR . BT
BN T TR R e A B B8 i, AT
A Bk UE 2 3 2 A 200 L P i DR b R A R A
Jif AR ST A RGR AR, VT 2B C P g
i L 25207 NADH/NAD B ATP/ADP [ H 3K, 4]
Tl R A B X TN R R R T B (PCK) R0 HH R I &=
i (FDH). H ik, @i &k PCK 4
ATP, LI RoPY C fi: £k 1 N i iR ¥2 1k M B 2
fik, i ik FDH 74 NADH, X3 RoMDH fi
b BEE 2 BRI VR SRR o A X —i i, ek
75 NADH/NAD Il ATP/ADP 1 % )5 B 2H I bk A
LT X bR S SR R T 63.7%, 47
ik F| T 21.6 g/L.

KRB i AN E SIRA 7wk, o4&
g b 3 A AR TR 1 TR S L L R A
o BRI BN W R PR fL B (PPC) 1PN 1 iR
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RAEE (PYC) J3 5l e Ak 1ol 1% s 1t =X VAT 1) 12 1 7N
TR LA N BB 1%, Pt #2335 PPC HIPYC
PN N RESE G I B bR h Bt SRR 5 &, AT 42
0 E SRR, Zhang S5 7E R. oryzae M16 H14)
SRRk T NIERY PYC I PPC; 55 IA T REAH
o, abfEgik PPC MM E SR ™ St & T
26%, WA T 0.78 glg; ik PYC W
PRAEKZ R B, PRI (<0.05 g/g),
Bk 71k #ik PPC Ml PYC Z4h, WS A B A
CRISPR/Cas9 J&—FIiefigid it DNA 5744 AR SE
PREE R g B )y vk o dcdlt, FIA CRISPR/Cas9,
Gu % i ) b 7E W8 #1224k EL I Myceliophthora
thermophila SL¥E 7 R H 45, M T & SR A
7o BN B SRR IR T p e R 22 I B ) 4
s R IE ] fum A RB LR B, &
W DRRp s a e T 3N TR
B oIRe T, (FB T AR CRISPR/Cas9 #
g, MAMRTE SERiA )R FRD1 F1 FRD2, £k
bR HE DRRE FUM 8RR, A, TR R
T DIRA R EIA, SRR IR R i 2 kb
PERBR AR E LSRR BR A A . R B RRAE AR
S EBERIAS T 17.0 g/L A DR .

x1 EOREFEROESMERELER

1 55 AR B T 4 T MLIR =8 5 DA 28 e
WS R R, ASHI R, LA AR B AR 1
K, DO IR R IS K A 7 A B 1 I
HERMPREL . RN Z AR TLF 4R 47
AWLER, NLREFEARIERA, X ff PO & 5
PL % B8535 Y ) AT g 7 MY ARG 6T
RIRA G RIR FEEPESLER OB, H
CFEXT AR G A 2%, AN A A A A AL R B 1Y)
S AL RN 51%), 11 [R1RFE 16 36 25 06 LR Y
IS HEAL A 75%, X ShER 0 BRI 4 AL R A
129%, SUAARFAF4E 24" AL EE L2
i HLAT o A JEURER e

3 FRBMAEMEF

SR BRI — R BRA PLIR , IR A2
SR AR NRE . A8 b, SERBRGOE IR0 R
APRAAER, AT LR SRR I I A AR 32 240
JaN ATP 7 A, siABIR N R BE AT . AMIRAN TS
SRR RE 8 5 W LA S AR I8 JEOIR 2, AT o5
PUA R BT SR ALRE J1 o A3 2R R X 1E 44 ) 5%
2 Bk GF SR A TR E A B E . R
an AT, SRR W LAAE SRR BRI R L £

Table 1 Production performance of fumaric acid producers

. . Titer Yield  Productivity
Strain Description Substrate References
P QL) (@9  (@(Lh)
E. coli EF02 Expression of ppc; deletion of fumB, fumAC Glycerol 415 0.88 0.51 [17]
and aspA
R. oryzae FM19 Femtosecond laser Glucose 49.4 0.56 0.29 [18]
R. oryzae ZJU11 uv Glucose 57.4 - - [28]
R. oryzae ME-UN-8 UV, NTG Glucose 52.7 - - [29]
E. coli CWF812 Expression of ppc; deletion of icIR, fumC, Glucose 28.2 0.39 0.45 [32]
fumA, fumB, arcA, ptsG, aspA and lacl
R. oryzae pyc Expression of pyc Glucose 0.7 <0.5 - [39]
R. oryzae ppc Expression of ppc Glucose 0.25 0.78 0.26 [39]
M.thermophila Expression of Sp)MAE1, Ckfum and Mtsfc; Glucose 17.0 0.24 - [40]
SG515 deletion of Mtfrd1, Mtfrd2, Mtfum and moc
R. oryzae RUR709 UV, y-rays Glucose 26.2 0.32 0.22 [42]
R. oryzae fumR2 Expression of fumR2 Glucose 215 0.65 - [43]
S. stipitis PSYPMFfS Expression of Ymael; deletion of ura3, leu2, Xylose 4.7 0.10 - [44]

Psfum1 and Psfum

% : 010-64807509

. cjb@im.ac.cn
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55 TR AR R), H R A AR E R A e
b, SERER AT DARSAR M 2k B, X
A RPER, Binyr s . HEM Ry, [F
B Ao JUE 0 SE AR BN 23 22—, X0 JILARE ZE f s
M NUZ R ERPER, Wal Ve R P 25 T
PR LA B sh b AR e Y Eqby Ty, S
B2 AT LUIAE Ry 28 8 RV B (R PR R R L Rz R 35 91
VeV . RABELA, dnl DI TR AE
Fh 4 JE R BREEF o 28 [ BB IR oK S 2R R 51
R12 RIEARM TR Z —, Wi LR e
W R A 20 U7 B SRR p-. LA
MR T a2 AR TR & 3 R, 7EsK
PR FR 3 ARSI iR R AR ER . 1k
FAA USRS O R IR L, LA AT
AR E R R B R M Y, KA RO A
DL-IR A SR IRAME e . fh2= & ik 5 A
F6 5T s R SO T M TR 8 v L R R AR AR
KGR 5 ik o BAR AL 22 B B A2 77 AR B
i, (B SE R R A 5 ok A AR Ik B 5 A
—EERIER, RS T EAESS . Bk
Bz W o

bR T A 0, R B E e S E 5
PR BT & SR TR ek, WAl LR R
Hem s BEERARTR A LSRR R B DL E IR
s iR R, DR JEURMK SR AR v 4 1 Ak =
A E DR, HA T PR AE R A &Y UE
AFEis g, PR R IR S R RS . HE
0y P Tt o 5L Py 0 AR DS 0 i 2k BR ) T 9%
D7 1 B9 A 37 MY AR T AL 2 A R A
edb, ARG EF 45 25 55 AT FAE 19 JRORHIS 4 B
ARG B LSRR R — SR A B IR Y %
2% o ) A A A KR Y T RE X IR ) Y
KeiF, AV A BT LSRR IR BT OV A ETR
AL SRR S A S AT AT A . AR A
Bk 228 H £5 UO AT

31 FHAFEREREKRESFERE
A, LSRR 2R SRR R i AN R

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn

1% SR s 7 PR BT Bl 5 Ak 2 A
2. TR AR K 2R A R A W K I I 2 ) G
&, LRNE ke e el

WA AR M a . B EAOR RS, #
FERIRE LERBA T EE, #T A
LR (3 2). BA7E 20 {42 60 4EFL, BT
DRI — R 4 5 1 o 1 B TR AR AR AR TSR R A
TAMLR, ZERSERRR ™ R 58 glL, Ik
FA 3 B 4351k 0.58 glg #10.27 gl(L-h), @id—
ZANT 244k, FIF Aflatoxin flavus ATCC 13697
1616 L KR LT 6-8 d, LABHZIREN RPN 3K
19113 g/L SRR, AR 0.59 g/(L-h). #RT,
T &R LR S A SUEN iR,
BB AE S AT REE R R, h T
FK R 2 22 0] A0 = BE DR, Knuf 2820 AL oryzae
NRRL 3488 il & BRI TR IR A ™, TE bl
AR R, BERETE 47.5 h PIAER= 30.27 g/L Y
SRR, RN 0.67 g/g, BB A, A
[ g Y ) K fh 8 1) % ek s AR . i, 24
s A KE B H AR AT, A. oryzae DSM 1863
U2 45.43 /L B9VARER, B RART DL aiEfE
KPR AR (58.16 g/L). MBI 204 T
T8 R AP IR b, AERIR AR,
O FARAFRIBE 3%, A H T 75 Z s r AR TR
B, JE— 2 R A AL AR Rk

HEE Penicillium spp. 2% — KRR 4=
FERER, COEIRIEA 2R AR RS K AR AR R
KR, Hlan, MiEBE 4> 45 2 Penicillium
viticola 152 BB & & A W2 10 £ K IAE A
PR AP SRR s AE AL S, A BRI P 2o B
KERAT 103 g/L (SRR, 76 10 L R Bl ™ i
Al3E 131 g/, VA B I A eI 4R A5 1Y 5
SRR P Wang 451 DI PE PRI Hh i L i S
THEEFE Penicillium sclerotiorum K302, REfE
R KO- AR BRI s Ak R P A, BRI
FERYr= ik %) 69 g/L; 7E 10 L ZEEREH, 72h N
SRR RT3 71.67 g/L, %K 0.69 g/,
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— S H A Y B A P T DR R
AESEIRER . ldn, ZEFHTE Schizophyllum commun
IFO-4928 FI7E 27 ‘CAF T, LAS0 o/L HiA i A e
HE77 18 QLSRR AR N 0.18 g/(L-h), £
FCHELE Zygosaccharomyces rouxii 4k — Rl A
B, Al 7ER AR 30%, WIth pH 5.0, BRI
J 25 CHIALSETR, 15 d YA 193 g/L Fiaasin]
PIA 74.90 g/l SRR, WCHHA 0.39 glg. IHAh,
B A BRNE MR ER IR R, XSERER 0
HEAHEMMREIEER. R LI, EREHRIED
TR 0.5% 7 BRI, SESIRAY = B ™,

Iilt, Geiser SEfivE 68 PR A
Horp, FLEM A Ustilago trichophora TZ1 HA A
ZPBEAH A R SRR RE Y — Ok,
PR A RS A A WA R SIS ) 7 285 T, 2
FEEIRERAE Y . 4RifT, U. trichophora TZ1 %1
A2 ) R R AR R R . ST ek, Rl
N AL 5 R LA AR 4SS &, UL trichophora TZ1
ATRAAH RS A 7= 196 g/l SERER, PR AIE
FEHR 4>k 0.82 g/g F1 0.39 g/(L-h)B4,

32 FAKHIEEKEFERR
3.21 FERAYAETERRHA N TEYGE
RIGHFFRAVE BRI . 845 A e ok LA
PR AR, AR AR s AR = SRR Y R A
JEEL (B 4A)o S5 R U e A T O 2 A Bk
S E R, A R IR B B ek S B
i, Moon 85 H A5 38 5 234 T d5 A Y SR
FRre A, KRB PCK [ kA A F3E R IR 1Y
R, R T2 K™ IR MM " Mannheimia
succiniciproducens MBELSSE 4 i i s i =X 174 il
TR FR B4 PCK 51 A pta it R 248 () K )
BT E. coli W3110 A 7£ 12.5 h 774 9.25 g/L
FIERER , W% K 042 9lg; M TP 278
REBIEO T A IR = &, RERATE
R RS B B, N B IH BB T
PG 7 6 B A5G SE R 1dhA i adhE DLt

% : 010-64807509

FIMGINSE SRR AR R s SR S A AR S i,
BRI = A A B — 2t m, Rmi A
S A B AT R — RS AE T RERS
BERZE Ty R4 T 22 3 DRI o R e 3k DA e S SR
Bl i, Bian, @ ERE 6 Al KEEIEA
E. coli KJO71 REfE7E %A 100 g/L 25 5 i JeHLE:
B 3% S v o R B A0t 2 R B 83.88 g/l K
SRR BT A B — 2 % B TR A SR
BOAH DG B JE R HEAT T R, S AR BRI R
HFEMET 90%, MimfEdE THRRIR, Hit
() ES), PR R A R R B n T S R ) 7 s ik 2 o
Rk, RT3 — B8 =i, B
b eF T i P AR BR R 56 (1 5 R scfA Fll maeB HEAT T
B, WD TR O R R R BRI 2T b
E. coli XZ658 7£ St fith [ it — 25 Hu i Bk T — & 41
FER (NEAEEAEE mgsA. FLERIE A EE IdhA. N
il 92 155 Tt pky A A pykF) i 38 1o 434k & 19 M 50 g/L
WZEMER ARG T 34 /L SERTR, HUCR 54 5
FE4359 49 1.06 g/g il 0.47 g(L-h)P7,

T S R S AU R RS, X E. coli
W3110 # 47 7R s i, it — 26 s
BA IR, B, @Bk 1dhA. poxB. pflB.
pta. ackA JERH, DIFHEKREMANEIR. K5,
WA T NADPAYSEREE AT NADH 41t %3k
DA e B 55 B B A - BRORE DG g DR A T e
AL NEIRER . BAAE 5 LAY RN APk T &
M, SRR RN 21.65 g/L, 7% 0.36 g/g,
Ak 0.30 gl(L-h). Fl= & 16.54 /L T
MR, 0.98 g/L IBEIARRFI 0.19 g/L 18 e,
[, FREEE B2 NADPH 783 SRR i
wEEME, HRA 1 mol 19 L-SERBRMAYG T 2
1 mol ) NADPH, [Xitt NADPH ()45 &%t 4%
5 EAR e i e B

TR R & AR R SRR A B — 45 nI AT %
o B, Kim S5H0E TR IRIMEE L TR 51k
N CRISPRI £ RAHEE G, XF SRR & 44 v i) L

. cjb@im.ac.cn
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G0 RN AT 22 TR LR 73 R i e 0
CRISPRI + A W] LU 5z A B2 by /b 22 A~ SE R 57 U
FEaR T A A, DL AR R A R A e 2 ]
AR o R A A )R, DT IR FP R R T o I3
TR R, ERR R, BRI 3.6 L
B R I SRR TR SRR ALy 36.05 g/L, IR
%7 0.55 g/gleY,

i HE ZEHUAT I Bacillus subtilis J2&— ™% iy
AR S AP, i I % T A
REEH AR A et 2RI T higs
TV ZH . Mu ZER5E T & R X A B 2
FOAT B AR AN SR R A P R, RSB T LA
il B 2R R TR R RS S A A SRR . R ok
V8T KA G PPC AIIC VR P B 1 MDH
FAME AT, WET SRR SERBRAEY
G AR, EAWRERIS L 0.81 g/L SFERR .
dE—2 AT AR LR A, SRR
&SR T 2.00 g/L, WCRS5AE 5 R
0.11 g/g 1 0.03 g/(L-h)

322 EMAWAEERBRONAGE TESE

KHENE I RIR SRR A ™18 =, T4k
T & 33 o AR TR ) T B — 20 i e LR
fe 1. I aHEFEIE PYC., MDH FIPUGR — R
s O, AERm AR, Sl s okl
% A. oryzae NRRL 3488 7£ 164 h P (3F iz 7
IRET 154 g/, HMCRFA =58 2900 1.03 glg
F10.94 g/(L-h)., HAFERRNRE, REEHERKS
AEEFPEIR TR IR, K B AR SR A
T/DRMFFEERR . BIFFEN BN T e 2 41 i £
FEMMZRLIR =R ZEAN TR, FEE
R oA R I HE S M Ah . BT
FEMR R, Liu SFBIT T — A B BE 2 IR B4R oK
W, D SEIRR M AR Y Ak, R ik A Ak
TCATEIN AT 5 3 TR 1) A B o Tl o s T X A
fR ] LUk PCK 8% PPC (4 Bk 5E 4k g va i 2
MR, XN E CO, A 52 14 R 8 4

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn

B, UL, BRI G E e SRR Ok IE K
WAAT I ) PCK R PPC, D A V5 SE 8 24 5 1 £
) Uk IR IR ia B 1L SpMAE 4 8251 2L iR
GRS . HE—2E0Y, Hh pfk LR A 3 5 b
RIBAEI 6-1 IR MR O D &S IR R A )
WIERR UL IR, FF7EM)E 80+ SodM FEHT T iff—
Wil Rk, A5 BN M ROK R 3 R R T B
y 165g/L, 7E 3L AWM, FERBRICEM
MR 431 0.68 glg 1 1.38 g/(L-h)7,

B A. oryzae NRRL3488 4, 55—/~ Hifii 4
I B £E B B A. oryzae 2103a-68 1 g A4k T 4E 7
SRR, @ik RIA PYC, MDH F1 SpMAE,
MR LI E 66.30 g/l SERER, WK
1.11 g/g, HE775REESN 0.86 gf(L-h). SRTIERIER
MRAh, ISR R T HAh @ =4, wn 9.03 g/L
PIBEFAMR , 3 2 B o S S 1% ol 7o 8 2 o — 348
A3 R B SRR A AR P

SR E AL, FRIP R AR SRR A e
K — RPN, . 1) X &Rk
PN 32 VR 5 2) BRI TR AT LA B bl A2 o o
i 3) BEMSAIH S IZ AR 4) EEM Tk
W At L, A PR TR e Y TR
B HWE ) SRR A = 15 £ (B 4B). dlad i
315 PYC., MDH3 F1 SpMAE, 41HRF M EERE
WEAERR AR 59 o/L WSEAR IR, e 0.31 g/g,
A FERR R 0.19 gi(L-h). Sl AR N B HE— 3
ORI, SRR RS E T 0.36 g/g,
FEE AR R T 19%P%0, ARk, T HE— 4RIt
PR B R A SE SRR B, S ARt ks &
P16 114 38 56 s 1o FH - B s ko e R VS e
SRRV ERGEREMm ARG . HREH, N
T e £ 0 A OB S e o S SRR 1 7 A A AR KR
Mo 3 X HEASRIRTE ) PYC A1 MDH, &30 #
M2 R Y PYC UK 22 (%) MDH 245 (13 1 12
i, Bt e R IEE T SpMAE
A ERAE B L2 30.25 /L MISERER, I
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A P35 43 5114 0.30 glg 1 0.32 g/(L-h)!,
ST AR b, B T B iR e DR L e Ak
1) 5 Y 56 IR 3R 3K R g i EL A B A 00 AR W e AL R
PEo HbAh,  EITEEE R R A O AR T B B AL
WA LU= A A NADH 20 1, RERE NSRRI
AR FE L NADH. Zhang %543 %1 4 N 5 1
PYC, Jfiffi MDH F1 FUM # & T 3 > kHE,
#AF) P pastoris GS115 13k PRI 2H v D) kiS4 i

FI2IE, ML AR E AR PEREASTE 96 h WAL R
42.28 g/L I3 Rl

R T R R RN ER R EE TR BRI B
T ELAG T 52 A X A o S A St 1 o R SR
R A 7= . I ERIUBEEE Torulopsis glabrata
CCTCC M202019 J&— k7™ P il iR 1) 765 37 il o 751
P, 3 e 9 T DA R ) S SR R 1 e 3 1
B R b SR SRR 0 A 7 o A e R DR A AR

*2 FEREBEEFEKRBIESEELR
Table 2 Production performance of malic acid producers

. . Titer Yield Productivity
Strain Description Substrate (/L) (99 (g/(L-h) References

Penicillium viticola 152 - Glucose 131 1.00 1.36 [50]
Ustilago trichophora TZ1 - Glycerol 196 0.82 0.39 [54]
Escherichia coli Expression of Afpyc, Scms, Glucose 36.05 0.55 0.58 [60]

cs, can and icl
Aspergillus oryzae NRRL - Glucose 30.27 0.64 0.67 [65]
3488
Aspergilus oryzae DSM - Syngas 1.83 0.22 0.02 [66]
1863
Aspergillus niger ATCC - Glucose, glycerol, 17 0.80 0.09 [67]
9142 lactic acid
Aspergillus niger ATCC - Glucose, glycerol, 19 - 0.10 [67]
10577 lactic acid
Rhizopus delemar - Corn straw hydrolyte 120 0.96 2.00 [68]
Aspergillus oryzae NRRL  Erexpression of pyc, mdh Glucose 154 1.03 0.94 [69]
3488 and Spmae
Saccharomyces cerevisiae  Expression of Afpyc, Ropyc, Glucose 30.25 0.30 0.32 [70]

Afmdh, Romdh and Spmael
Pichia pastoris expression of pyc, mdhl Glucose 8.50 0.14 0.18 [71]
Thermobifida fusca Expression of Cgpyc Cellulose 62.76 0.63 0.53 [72]
muC-16

A Gé: \ B GLC
" KR R ( Gar4te aLv )
G6P FUM

PEP

PYB=——*Lactate

S

4 MERANERREIRE

PEP Aldehyde—— Ethanol

PYR == PYR Mitochondrion

4
Py AcCoA
0AA 0AK *‘rr
1 B N
MAL=C MAL = [CIT

FUM ARG

Fig. 4 Metabolic pathways for the synthesis of tetracarbon organic acids in: (A) eukaryotes, (B) prokaryotes.

% : 010-64807509

. cjb@im.ac.cn



1710 ISSN 1000-3061 CN 11-1998/Q A4 T #2244 Chin J Biotech

Wi SER A T SIS , RIETRIRER PYC
Ml MDH, LUK SpMAE 4 51| 1 4k 14 3 [ 41
o TERARMEAERWRE T, 60 h ERIR I R4
ok 8.5 g/l (HAFERME, SRR
WERAR 0.14 glg, AR TR HE R 2L L
TR TP 7 B O A P BRTAR B A S BRI (0.30 g/g) . 3X
Ul ITE SRR AR )6 BUGRAR AETE S ) 22 BT,
N TR ) 308 S BB A O (b S SR iR .

4 RIBE LML

FEHIRR S —FH W KRR AR, | I A HE
TN g, wymEEgh, w1 EAE
P () 100 35 K < WA S e N ¥ (=S S TR |
TP ZR T8, e . 14-7T B,
DU RN . n- YRR RS BE B L 2- ik e B R TN
BRSO EA AT, BEIARR R — A A K
WH, TR AL ALY AR . 7S T
e, BEFHFR PR OB b B PR BRI SR 5 | TR
o A R R R A 5 A AR UL e S
2, SRR AT IR T A G2 . dEAE R AL
YerE R B AFPURZEN] . ARG 25y, & T
FAAE 28 10 o R0 R SR T TG R . AL, BEIARR
A DRSS O] A W B R B S0
FIHRAE B . fb T, B EMEN T2
ML BN R dk kB IR 2 5 fcA BT 1A B
MR o Tz W A il i AR R 3R FH R 1Y 7 K i H 4R
o, AR X R D b 5% g 1 i 1t 1 F
9%, AEYEIEIIR A R AT 49%.
2020 AEAE WAL BR AR T 70K 15 31 60 0t HATE
ZIFR T ZR A SRR L2 4, G Ak
Ak L AR SR D R B R R TR Y H i iR
JE U8l i A A vk R 2R 7 BE A R 1 IR AR 7
B, RASESEREAEET], KatsE el
TRIRIREY, WS, WK AT
KARALPEHRE ., BRI LSO L8y, HiEidix

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn

IR ARAT A BE FARR WO AL A X AR, Ho2i
LR B 5 YU 5 Ak A LR AR A L
WA P HAT AR & . AR TR T
P A A B0 B, H T A R R T R
XRS5, oA T A JRURE A 7 BR FATR
H i 5 EAFFEN 1B o

41 FAFEBEKEFIRIAR

Z45 Mk, CAmEMEE T 2R EHA3Em
MR A= 7= RE T RO B A W, A T DL 3R R L 4R T B
Actinobacillus succinogenes. 7= 3% 3112 IR & M2 #
Anaerobiospirillum succiniciproducens. j=¥% ¥z
S M. succiniciproducens. 4 2 B HEFT
Corynebacterium glutamicum. K#HFH E. coli ly
R BTN 3 2 FE R B & Saccharomyces
cerevisiae . f#RHBICEELE Yarrowia lipolytica PAK—
B EIR IR (3 3)PY.

B HAPR TR AT 0 RN ™ B HA R R A M D 2 e
ARG B0 RAR IR MR AL 7 WAk, e w2
ME IR A2 Py B AR E A B R
FF TR 2 22 IR B e AR, ol T A 7 R
1o LA RO T B DS, A R I 3R 3R
R bR Z P AN, BRI T AT LA
FIFT 2 0 B (AR . BTk, H &
BE) LA 20 A2 B 7S B LA B 2% i SO A
HAbmeli (GdEFL0E . TR, JEM . ML
Y. HRERERE . Hh) Rl Bk B YR G BRI
BB, Bilhn, LABERRR O AR R R R
A. succinogenes FZ53 Z&7SARRENSFI] #5247
105.8 g/L HIBEIER, WR N 0.82 glg, )W HmfE
1.36 g/(L-h), LIAK#E R EHET, A. succinogenes
130Z REMETE 8.5 h By ke fe P AR 29.0 g/L 1Y
BRI, SR, R B HA MR L T A v Ak
AT SRR 7 T A BRI e, A LR
b AR R AR L A DL ) LR
(I 2R ER AP G 2 R) M4EE &R (AR iR F1
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Wil ER) Awr RS E S 1T H Tk Ak B M .
77 BEHATR DR AR SR BT R AE BT LA Z R I AR S ik
P T DLW A OB oME — Bk IS F T
A. succiniciproducens ATCC 53488 fiEfi% 1 2 32.2 g/L
BEEATR , LA FUOBE A S Ak U ] AR AT AR 2R
15.3 g/L AUBRIABR . (HBEIARR R ENR T 1Y 32 B ) Jt
R MIRBRRZ , P EIRAR . T E
R A W B B 7 ), R TR G A H B
DISR S AR A | BRIAIR - RN A R B . &
BN BEFARR A= 77 58 10.40 g/(L-h), dRZKRE
7 83.0 g/lL, 7=%H 0.89 g/glY, BEHAMRT AT E
Ve —Fh B A B BRFARR e Ak, AH b A AR
wbk, A BB A I RE T, RN BA AR Y
T SRS, I H AN i 20 iy
BRI ERZ —

FEBEIARR S IR A Mannheimia succiniciproducens
e —Fh RAR W BE AR A= 77 AR, JE Fe MR IR A
2 R o B R AR 2 2R B b B ok
1y, BARE COMRESs, JFA ™ & mikER
BBV HIR . LR AFLIRETEN IR GTR
Mannheimia succiniciproducens MBELS5E &2 3R
YL R EFREPA Y, TSR T DL E KK
VENIRY), ek 7 3.90 g/(L-h) AYAE ™ iR
BT SRR REAT R T Il AR . RERE
bR ZZENE . L. T BRI hL AR b e b A
FRYRIARR . TEX LR, HEER S R A
W JEYE R BRI, AT LA AR @A ) S, LA
Y1 240 L )k 5T

A 2 PR P R 1 A — o A A PRt ) o 22 G B
PETR, AT RARI ) iz sl . TERESMET
B R IRAT B BE S AE TN IR R SR A R 1Y
Br g3k BAETR BRI . ZMRRIFLER . Okino %57
A ARRPERAT R R B T 23.0 /L BIBEIAMR,
ey 0.9 glg, AR N 3.83 (L), Xt T
DA TRPEIRAT I, TR B JE B 41 23 B 0 B iy 2
PRI TR TR 380 7 I 2 B ey A5 HA) T AR AR B

% : 010-64807509

B A PR, X A R R T B B R
A E F
42 FRARKSIERKERIAE
421 JFERAEYAEIHRHR N TEYE

TEFAZA Y h, BlEmR AR 1 =X PN i R — 7 Tvi m)
DU i R BRAEI ARSI, 53— AT L
A NIRRT 2R A . R,
0ot R IR 2 1 R 2R ik ) 7 ) A RN PEP THAE
PIARORES . 0 TSR &, B e Z
RN AR G, UL R A A R e
WA TR 5 % il 2R 9 v i 20 R R S M2 3 T A 1 Y
ptsG S5k PRI A il P I 8 19 5 B T 44 v IR HA R
OO 5Ty, T R A R R g i LR R
Wt TR U A I AU B JE [N 1dhA | ackA FlI
adhE/C 5k VRl FL MR . R L BERY
R%[Qo—gl]o

A, o 2 ARHE R BT S R R, B
R s T =X PN D 2 B B IR 1) E 2R AR L — R A
FEH, 0 ppe. pek. pyc. mdh. fum. frd, Xfix
A L PR A ok 1 R 1 2 W I R 6% o A 35 HA TR 1Y
B8 SN T HG g R s T X N TR R B B R 1
W, PR ANGCRICT — R4, filan, o
RN KHFF ppe 3K AT LU 35 5102 7 5
3.0 g/L 3% 10.7 g/, HUCHK M 0.08 g/g 3 i %)
0.29 g/g. BRMZAL, TEME RN AT T bk
I RN PR IR TR AT IR IR pek AT A 52
7 i 0 6.5 £57,

T E A b ) B B R R 2 AT TR 1Y A AL
B, EAEAHFTE N R RLER A T °C PR A
WaE AT, ORI R F A Y A
RVSEF Bl AT 7. fEEERE -, 244 m
TH T &R P40 pLGZ920 Jitkr, gt
ST HL AL R BR R B, B, AR
A. succinogenes 130Z (1) JEfilt b i 55 A A iR FH ik 284
fif i (PFL) FHFIERIE S 8E (FDH), [FIAf$2HE51
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B PR A 2T R Hy, T4 AR BRI AR
A RIS T A2 92.1 g/l BRI,

ITCA TEXH ZIEMm " Em EZiEie, KW
M, FERCRLTON A LA b, MR G s ERIR T
BRI P2 5 (TCA TEAYIEA, FEmt
B TR =R BGER . BRI, 5 B A A bR
(30.6 g/L) HHLL, HeZeny AR RILH ALK
BEIMER (27.5 g/L), A KHR 5 HEHHHFE
AR A BT TP, B, R
P2 T T T 40 A A R A 5 DR 384 T L O A A
bl N (EP SV N S NP S W (e P e T
BrBt, e IT & 5E %

BT T R AL DR . R A SRR L
AR RDIESRT R, KIBFFEE TR
FENG)Z K E IR AT TIRAMIE . N T Rk
BY A R R AT B AE DR B TR T A 3R FR 2
SRS E MR RMELIR . HR. MO BESER
FEYI R BRI BUE— bR ptsG RAE K
BRI HR R B3R R 7 4 PR R R L R B SR S 1 3 )
pflB Fl IdhA, 4% T —FRIZ IR = ™ Rtk E. coli
AFP111, 7EBUAH A BEAMET , BRI MR K
1.07 glg, A7 3REE N 1.89 g/(L-h)®®, 4Rifi, X
AN 38 BELRT &1 7 40 6 g A8 I AN DA e 50 7 3R
R . N, 7EREFR ptsG. pflB #1 IdhA fY LA
b, PRy ERIk ppe HERH, BAHRKAER
1E 75 h RISk 116.2 g/L 3. &
—J5 M, BFFEE P, 1dhA i pfIB JL R Rk s 22 BHL
i NAD' [ FFA: 520 AR 7 DR SR A A T 7 2
Wi AR IRE T . R T S BRI P 1 AR AR A R
iy, BT — el Y B R BRI . B G
FEUF S B B DL SRR AR SRR U515 S 5 4B L rTCA
YRAR RN R 3 i H A AR TR T T RE
FEIR 5 SR FE SR I B LR 4 B 1R BRI R T T
RE KRR, mAEET 60 g/L MBEHK, HA
FEERIE N 1.00 g/(Lh)P, B —JrT, Wik 2
M2 ik ik 12 & ATP B4 Ak sy, hilkiE TR

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn

FRAVE AR IR H A7 3.6 g/L BEIAMR, HZPrik
HGRF) T S R R RO S LA AR, b
FEA A F IR R, R R E S
VFZRUED A2 TR, A 2R 5 k) 20
ATtk 245 . Blan, & E. coli
JW1021 Hr, — T AR A R 4T T 56 ) 2 9 AL
Iy M oy ] 9 s 5 PR gk A i . S el
FRER T AR T TF 5C, JUAS SR R iy 3
i B 05 AL 416 DA 199 2 K B BT R b T R G
P o 5T — R R 5 T O 14 TR R e 2 RE I
£ 114.0 o/L (WBEHARR , HIWCR 5L R 5300
0.91 g/g 1 3.25 g/(L-h), #H T4 R4 B
AT . Zhang S5 GHE 1) F ik —> 4 /iy A
FIrrE $2 @ T AR R A T A2, AT RE
MK P BB 24.5 g/l BEEARRTOY .
AV AR, ERFE NGB B
e, KA DA & BT R ™ i &A1 B
s, 8RR R RE 1SRRG . B e
MRHZCR, TR T R RS R E by, B
A A TR AR A% T % -5- il T2 P 3% 78 1 5 S5 AU 5%
W . iRk rpe, tkt, oRA0A% M BE-5-1
MR A, B R R . RIS A R,
2 T ¥k Suc260/optpTrc99a-msi-rpe-tkt fit) 4= K 3
RILFEIRERIZ S T 7.1%, WEAFEBR L
Suc460 N T 2.24 mmol/L; ItAh, BEIIRREY S
HEFISCR A ) HE Sucd60 #2155 1T 3.9%. 3.4%.

A SR AR B ML T S AN RE 8 K AR s AR R R 31
M2, Bh R S et T AR k2R
o SR AR 7 s B R R i, E R
MBEEL R A ERNIJLAEE (pgo . cat .
ackA-PTA) ML B 4% (IdhA), D i bR
TARMOEBRPFE =Y TR, ik
pyc. fdh 1 gapA JE[A, g PEP FIBEHIMR 11X
W2, WZH TR REER ™ 133.8 g/L
BEHIRR, HUCET L 1.09 gig™, 5 —J5iH, K
T I R F NADH BYBERE , Kim 254y
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HT —fk H-ATP Jiff 5 288 F #k C. glutamicum
NC-3-1, BE#STE 5 L A9 e A= 113.0 g/L
BRFAMR, AR HC T IR A R 5 39%M%,

BT R PIRNE UL IS S A, AR R
WA TF B AE S di i T B [ Aot AR
PR LA S N BRI o AN, A A K
Ll R R BRI R A R AR A G Y S A
ppc. gltA. kgd. gabD #il sdhAB DL & 5% glgc,
W BEFAmR Y 77 2 AN 0.44 mo/L #2553 0.43 g/L., 1E
LAl b, AT IEE IR BT A, K IR N
30 CTH+m#| 37 C, LAKAMsE NaHCOz, W] if—
P AR ) 1.8 /L0,

422 EBAEYAEIHROAH TERYGE

AR A TR R A A T A ARAS e i 3R
M2, HETEMEoRTE . &R pH 52 M
SRR T AT R R e, — AT
NECEER B T I RS EIR pH &0 T
A TSR FARR P B U IR b AN, R EERE
i B I P BE AT AAEAR FE Y pH v BBl AR A=
FRYRIANR , X REAS W FRAK DR W B Al Ak i FE
Y AR o

PP P B AT I 384G 1 S, AEE AN I
TH T Z2 R0 A TR SR R B v TR T I Bk Y B H R
PR DA TR A G A A0 AR 7 SRR 1 —
KIB)EAET LB & KeE el m= Y e
Bt SR T SRR PR A, H R R R
Tith 2 T2 ot S T ) 6 1R adin R AT ) 2 42 Tl 3 1
i, FERREEEEEH &R T pdel. pde5 A1 pdcé
HER T CEEMA R, i — 20 a4 R A
FHEP (his3. fumlFigpdl) LA K5I AMLJE rTCA
WA, 78 pH o~ 3.8 IREE T A4/ 13.0 g/L BEH
W2, Y%k 0.13 g/l x—45REH], Zm
PRIRAR I R 3R IR IR S A AR R, 55—
I, —HIRMMAEREE N, 2R 2
3 AE I M R AT, 3 3R I A A R M A R AR 2 (]
FEAEFE AL O 3010 23 by vk o 3

% : 010-64807509

IR AR AR T, A SORLI R i S
ZIa Wl i, BB °C FRCR kA
B ANBY FATR 2 10 1 40 M6 5 T R A L A1
TR, Agren FEiBR T A G SRR
BE DICL, 28l T BEIme /7 iR o8, )
B LR XSeHERE, SAkUL, DAERBEREREE R
B AE P BRHARR Y77 6, WSCR AN A 7 R B A LT
HoA BE AR A 7 TR AR IH AR

JE B SR e BE Pichia kudriavzevii A% 78 5
WREBRHIR AL pH KT AKRL, &4
R PR TEC A . O TR S IR " i
Zhu “ERBR T g FLER AN (AR C A bk
Cyb2a, JF5IATHRIET & 4Rz %k Candida
krusei 1 pycl #1 fuml, S. cerevisiae [ frdl,
Zygoaccharomyces rouxii ft) mdh L[5, A FG4E
H Trypanosoma brucei ¥ frdl JE[H ., AR
P. kudriavzevii 13171 REfF4:™ 23.0 g/L MBI
M2, H—HFRkIERE P. kudriavzevii 13723 i id Hibk
ura fl pde 2, DL it 3Rk pycl, fum. mae.
frd Al mdh FE 05, AT L2 48.2 g/L B FAme .

itk S IS DG T ol 2 £ 7 5 FH R 1 VA TE TR R o
fdn, @it rEER L sdhl, sdh2 filsuc2, E4H A
BRAENS LA HH I BRI A 7 45.4 g/L BRI
Cui S5 1 PR At 4 A-FE RS I Y JE R Ach,
DL Rt i R SR U5 T BRI R pek AP YR Y 3%
FAMEHIEE A & BUBEFE R scs2, 41 TR Pk G 75 45 il
pH, AEBEI 200 g/L Himirh4E™= 110.7 g/L 3834
MM, Gl Li TR T AR 2R 4R A
J 4, FE 120 g/L #1146 H A 3 Limin (38 <R
T, L HEANELR IS RS T 198.2 g/l BEH]
B2, XJEHETRAS R &=, MR —R1E,
IR E AT R, BEHIRR A A P R AE 460 h,
12 MELMEANEA BN BB TR, If
HESZ WG ELA R P ERRE T
20 3% 1B xS B ST R I T A HIS EG AR L
BEIARRLE P T TT
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Table 3 Production performance of succinic acid producers

. i Titer . Productivity
Strain Description Substrate Yield (g/ References
: (g/L) T
A. succinogenes FZ53 - Glucose 105.8 0.82 1.36 [85]
A. succinogenes 130Z - Xylose 29.0 0.70 3.40 [86]
M. succiniciproducens - Glucose - - 3.90 [87]
MBELS55E
A. succinogenes 130Z Expression of mdh Glucose, xylose 27.5 0.19 0.23 [94]
A. succinogenes - Glucose 60.2 0.75 1.30 [112]
CGMCC1593
A. succiniciproducens - Glucose 32.20 0.90 1.19 [113]
ATCC53488
M. succiniciproducens Deletion of IdhA, pflB and Glucose 52.40 0.76 1.80 [114]
LPK?7 pta-ackA
M. succiniciproducens Deletion of IdhA, fruA and Sucrose, glycerol 78.40 1.07 6.02 [115]
PALFK pta-ackA
Y. lipolytica PGC01003  Deletion of sdh5 Glycerol 51.9 0.42 1.46 [116]
Y. lipolytica Y -3314 Expression of pck, scs2; Glycerol 110.7 0.53 0.80 [117]

deletion of ach

5 RELERZ

245Nk, BRI R T 2R R T
KWEEA T R A LR . R E BEALIA AL . E
li) A A T i 25 - Br 2 e SR m A ik
VU B AT LR G AR B 7 TV T3 2 PR R
F R B A 7 X 27 i i 22 T 5 4 AR AT
ezt G e Pt i — 2 BRI A e A ™ ) JEAR X
Tl Aoy, a] DU i AR AR J5ORE A A
AL AR EEAH . BEI RN T
ACSETBL. o TR THA B A TR A HLER Y
SO, T B R AR Y DU R AT AL R
B, B R RE SR A R A AR, A A
AE ] B, AR R TR R 64 0 08 M 5 R AU TR
FROAR A P DU B HLBR A EA o ol T REAE AT — 4
At R FEDCAE S Ml — BB IR BE I, R AR R I
A AR D5 TR 7S BRI T, AR D A7 Uk
AHLRI R ELIN 52 FIBOR B 1) G TE . 734,
ARG SRR R LU 2 4 R A TR 52 2
BB EEE , FELE W e 2R R B R
B S10 BN, AT ET 2R e R R FA R ™ A 1R
8 20 G W] DA SE B R TG 2F 2 3R 3 3% A R 1 B

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn

o 5 A A TR ] A A R e A
BB, XA S5 T, PR EAE 7 R
TRy Iy 2Py, JUHE R T — s A
Yo J5—Jr, BRI BA W Mt
{2 T DU LR AE ™ A AR R — 38 73 AR 12 T
N AL I, DR e P R s AR A
AMT N LZWNTLUEIE. f&a, A9
B AT HILIR 9 AR 7 L TE S B 1 T 5 w5 oR AR &
o PN, e R4 ERE B N ORI sh B o2
B SN, T RRAIE A AT A Y R R R T
TPRT WENE (PBS) WRTIR, HiiToRA
i s | NS

B, BEE YIS AR AR WTIR R AR JE,
A W) T 15 A DU B AT BILTR A 7™ 1) A0 7 22 990 i
— OB B0, RN — RIS AL
HHEA 2T 504 S DA HLIR & % AR
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